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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to an original application filed 01/22/2004 with a 
priority date of 01/22/2004. 

2. Claims 1-36 are pending. Claims 1,13, and 25 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Levine (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0205462 filed 01/07/2002, published 
10/14/2004). 

In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claims 13, and 
25), Levine teaches a workflow and system for print-on-demand book reproduction 
starting with the input (input module) of both digital and hard-copy electronic versions of 
a work, which are then converted (converts the input file into an intermediate format file) 
to a solution-independent, intermediate format set of files that are then stored with 
attached metadata (title, author, publisher, ISBN, and publication date) (a storage 
device comprising a storage portion that stores the intermediate format file and a 
storage portion into which a piece of work metadata associated with the input file is 
stored). 
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Levine also teaches a conversion module that generates one or more editions of 
a work having one or more formats, the one or more editions of the work being 
generated based on the intermediate format file and the work metadata in that once a 
request is made for a book, the stored, solution-independent, intermediate format files 
are converted depending on whether a bound book or an electronic book is requested 
(see Figs. 2, 3; workflow paths for bound and e-book). 

Levine does not explicitly teach a module that validates the input file. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention for 
some sort of validation to have occurred by virtue of transfer protocols (http, ftp) that 
perform checks to make certain that data transfer was complete and successful and that 
were available at the time of invention. 

In regard to dependent Claim 2 (and similarly independent Claims 14, and 

26) , Levine teaches a storage portion that stores a piece of form metadata associated 
with the intermediate format file, the form metadata specifying a form of an edition of the 
work (Fig. 2, steps 204, 206 acquire or generate book production information both from 
the intermediate form of the files and also acquire or generate book production 
information, including printing and binding information; acquired information is stored in 
memory). 

In regard to dependent Claim 3 (and similarly independent Claims 15, and 

27) , Levine teaches a distribution module that distributes the one or more editions of the 
work as it allows for the distribution of both hard-copy and electronic versions of a given 
publication (Figs. 1-3). 
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In regard to dependent Claim 4 (and similarly independent Claims 16, and 

28) , Levine teaches a plurality of distribution channels, wherein each distribution 
channel receives a different edition of the work (Figs. 2, 3 depict creation of an e-book 
or a hardcopy and different distribution methods for each). 

5. Claims 5, 8-1 0, 1 7, 20-22, 29, 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Levine in view of Daniel et al. (hereinafter Daniel, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2003/0163784 filed 12/12/2002, published 08/28/2003). 

In regard to dependent Claim 5 (and similarly independent Claims 17, and 

29) , Levine fails to explicitly teach that the distribution module further comprises a web 
site into which the one or more editions of the work are loaded wherein the one or more 
editions of the work are available for download from the web site. However, Daniel 
teaches using the web as a distribution mechanism for instructional or informational 
content to end-users (Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Levine and Daniel as both 
inventions relate to the collection, generation, and distribution of reading materials. 
Adding the teaching of Daniel provides the benefit of a well known, and heavily used 
electronic distribution method for the distribution of publications. 

In regard to dependent Claims 8-9 (and similarly independent Claims 20-21, 
and 32-33), Levine fails to teach a template storage device that stores one or more 
templates that transform the intermediate format file into an edition of the work. 
However, Daniel discusses that items uploaded for compilation into publications 
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(teaching materials) are stored in XML and are transformed (styled) using a selection of 
skins (templates, style sheets) (Pg. 3, Paragraph [0025]; Pg. 12, Paragraphs [0107- 
01 08]). t would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Levine and Daniel as both inventions relate to the 
collection, generation, and distribution of reading materials. Adding the teaching of 
Daniel provides the benefit of using templates to give the publication a specific and 
uniform look-and-feel. 

It is noted that neither Levine nor Daniel specifically state the use of XSL-FO to 
style their documents, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of 
invention to have used XSL-FO as it represented a more advanced and particularly 
XML format friendly tool to use for style sheet purposes. 

In regard to dependent Claim 10 (and similarly independent Claims 22, and 
34), Levine fails to teach an edition containing a subset of the work metadata 
associated with the intermediate format file. However, Daniel teaches that after all 
necessary e-content or e-learning objects are created, the author or course instructor 
then arranges a selected subset of the e-content or e-learning objects, representing 
topics and sub-topics, into a particular sequence to produce one or more larger 
publication or instruction objects that cover sections (i.e., module objects) into a 
particular sequence to define an electronic publication or CAI course. In this manner, 
the author, publisher or course instructor is able to assemble his or her publication or 
course from a plan in a modular manner, wherein each constituent object can be 
modified or removed, or new objects added, independently without changing content 
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pertaining to the rest of the publication or course (Pg. 3, Paragraph [0025]). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine 
the teachings of Levine and Daniel as both inventions relate to the collection, 
generation, and distribution of reading materials. Adding the teaching of Daniel provides 
the benefit of using only portions of stored materials to create documents, which are 
associated with metadata as taught by Levine . 

6. Claims 6-7, 18-19, and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levine in view of McCurdy et al. (hereinafter McCurdy, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2002/0035697 filed 07/02/2001, published 03/21/2002). 

In regard to dependent Claims 6-7 (and similarly independent Claims 18-19, 
and 30-31), Levine fails to teach that the distribution module distributes the one or more 
editions of the work to a wireless device. However, McCurdy suggests using devices for 
reading magazines that make requests and receive reading materials wirelessly and 
also teaches the future use of Bluetooth as one possible wireless protocol for 
transferring reading material (Pg. 25, Paragraph [0386]). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Levine 
and McCurdy as both inventions relate to the collection, generation, and distribution of 
reading materials. Adding the teaching of McCurdy provides the benefit of a well-known 
and heavily used wireless electronic distribution method for the distribution of 
publications. 
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7. Claims 11-12, 23-24, and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levine in view of Barsness et al. (hereinafter Barsness, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2004/0201633 filed 09/13/2001, published 10/14/2004). 

In regard to dependent Claims 11-12 (and similarly independent Claims 23- 
24, and 35-36), Levine fails to teach that the feedback for an edition further comprises 
one or more of a number of copies of an edition sold, a sales price of an edition, a 
geographic distribution of the edition and demographics of final users of the edition. 
However, Barsness teaches that, where the content is being created by an instructor, or 
any other author for that matter, the usage statistics may be utilized in revising the 
content, e.g., to simplify certain passages, make certain passages more 
understandable, etc., as shown in block 212. Once the content is revised, the content 
may optionally be redistributed to users as shown by the arrow from block 212 to block 
204. The usage statistics in this application are therefore utilized to assist an author in 
improving the quality of authored content based upon the usage statistic feedback 
generated by one or more users (Pg. 7, Paragraph [0085]). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of 
Levine and Barsness as both inventions relate to the collection, generation, and 
distribution of reading materials. Adding the teaching of Barsness provides the benefit of 
providing feedback to authors and publishers about their products' usage. 



Application/Control Number: 10/763,642 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2176 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

1 0. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James H. Blackwell 
03/01/2006 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 



